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The EXAMINER. 


From ffridap June 18. to aWondapy June ai. | 





———Furare in verba _—_—— 


Horace. 





Anderfon, and the other Cafuifts of the Church of 
England (than whom the World affords none 
more Learned, mere Curious, or more Confcien- 
cious) in their Sermons and Treatifes concerning 
the Nature, Force, and Obligation of Oaths, 
have enquir’d into and fifted that Point, with 

remarkable ClearnefS and Nicety; and have provided 
Solutions for almeit every Cafe, that could probably hap- 

n in the Courfe of huiman Affairs. Since it is always 
Pett to be on the fafeft Side in a matter that fo nearly 
concerns our eternal Welfare, they have taken Care to 
form their Judgment upon the moft rigorous and fevere 
Sentiments ; and have often made Scruples and Doubts 
Obligatory, rather than cup the Soul of a Chriftidn to 
any Hazard, for the fake of a little worldly fhort-liv’d 
Intereft, whofe Temptaions may fometimes miflead the 
Underftanding, as well as captivate the Appetites. Hence 
it is, that the Te/fe of their excellent Decifions is not yet 
out of Date ;,and their Works are ftill read and valued 
by all true Lovers of mips 36 and Men ferioulfly affected 
with the Confideration of Futurity. 

Hammond, and his Cotemporaries, who took up the 
Argument where Sanderfon and the Divines of his Age 
had left it, and who had quite another fort of Con/czences 
to deal with; made feveral confiderable Improvements, 
and very ufeful Enquiries concerning this Subje& ; by 
examining great Variety of Cafes which at that time 
fubfifted, and fome of which were entirely New. Not a 
few of thefe latter Cafuifts (and Hammond is one of 
them) were fo ftri& as to Queftion the Legality of 
taking any Oath promifory de Futuro. It is very certain, 
that many of that nature were dangereus in themfelves, 
rathly contrived and taken, and could not well be kept, 
without precluding the Courfe of God’s ordinary Provi- 
dence. But then, an Oath being fo abfolutely neceflary 
to the Peace of Societies, and to the Adminiftration of 

uftice, in all Chriftian and Civiliz’d Governments ; a 
n ought to be as Cautious how he negle&s or refufes 

te Swear, when he is lawfully called to it, as he would 
be Careful not to break or infringe an Oath he has once 
taken : For, the Concealment of Truth, and the Delaying 
or Obftruing of Juttice, is often as great an Injury to 
the Publick, as notorious Falfhood and downright Op- 
And fer this Reafon the People, called Quakers, 

are ftrangely miftaken and inexcufable in their Conduct, 
They think it enough to /peak Truth, without being ob- 
aly to fmear it too; and becaufe their Yea Tea and Nay 

‘ay, ought to be without Diffimulation, therefore they 
take upon them to deny their Brother and Fellow Chri- 
flian that further Seturity and additiosal Satisfaction, 
which, in matters above the Level of common Conver{a- 
tion, he may lawfully demand at their Hands. ’Tis true 
indeed, the Affirmatie enjoin’d them by the State is a 
full and comtpleat Oatu, and is drawn up almoft in the 
very Words which we commenly ufe to define an Oath 
by. The Subftance is preferved, and only the Ceremony 
of Kiffing the Book difpenfed with. And thas doubtlefs 
the /mpofers meant it : But when they will not take it 
thus ; when they a@ually Swear, that is, invoke God fo- 
Jemnly to the Witneffing of the Truth, and yet at the fame 
time fay, they cannot and will not Swear at all; many 
Mifchiefs may accrue to the Publick by fuch a grols 
Error, which cannot wholly be remedied by making them 
liable to Penalties, as in Cafes of Perjary. That their 
Diffent on this Occafion is more than purely Ceremonial, 
both in the publick Judgment and their own, appears 
plainly by their Petitioning to have the Word [ God} left 
out of the Affirmation, and by the Legiflature’s rejecting 
that Petition. 1 {peak not to the leflening of any part of 
that Indulgence which at prefent they enjoy, but tor the 
Reforming of a pernicious Error, in which their whole 
Se& is invelv’d: And let the wifeft and moft con{ciencious 
among them confider, whiether by refufing to call God to 
Witneys ip this folemn Manner, they, do not deprive him 
of ane remarkable Honour done to his Neme 5 which is 
not arly perraittted, but commanded to be thus invoked 
and. made ule of, for the putting and End to all Strife 
and Controverfy among Men. . 

ieetwen-now-trom this Digreflion. It is, I think, agreed on by 
Qil the Cafu:fes in Law and vuiwitgs Oaths pagitt not tobe. 
Made too pand frequent. The Meaning of wh.ch is, that 


we fhould not multiply Cafts to which this Institution may be 
extended (for in the ordinary Proceedings ot Fuftice, they arc, as 
I have already faid, perfectly neceilary and unavoidable: ) Becaufe 
by fuch trequency Oarhs come to be Cheap, and when they lofe 
much of their Solemnity, will lofe in proportion a goud deal of 
their Obligarion too. And this is tv truc, that we are not 
without daily Experiments to make good the melancholy Reflection. 
There are abundance ot Oaths, annexed to Offices, whole Place 
might be much better {upply’d by Fives, and many Others in the 
way of Commerce, and productive of ig A Lofs ; all which are 
every day broken and intringed, or at leaft not nor minded ; 
and the Pragtice is too notorious to be denied, andthe Scandal 
too open to admit of any Alleviation by Silence and Concealment, 
or any Excufe by Cuitom and Example. The Cure for thefe 
Evils is jn the Hands of thofe, who are appointed to Reform as 
well as Proted? us. The Oath ex Officio was thought a Grievance, 
beceufe it made a Man his own Accufcr ; and there aie others 
which make a Man his own Condemner, and are therefore as fit 
to go after it, For [ mutt obferve, that no fort of Indulgence is 
allow’d in moft of thefe, except what is contain’d in thofe Words 
[To the bf of your Knowledge,) or, (To the beft of your Bower | 
whereby every Man is Conftituted his own Judge on this Occa- 
fion ; and fo the main Endof the Oath comes to be fruftrated. 

As to Government-Oaths, {uch as Oaths of Allegiance, Homaze, 

Recognition, Fidelity, or the like ; the State can no more fabutt 
without them, than any of its Courts of fudicatory ; and by an 
Argument a prior/ it has the belt Right in Nature to emaét and 
impofe them. Scripture is full of Precedents to this purpofe. 
They have been in ufe in all well-form’'d and cftablith’d Gaon 
ments ; and in our own, fo long as we are able to trace any par- 
ticular Account of our Monarchy in Hiffory. They were admini- 
ftred formerly not only to all Ecclefiaftical Perfons and to all Of- 
ficers, Civil and Military, but to the King's Tewants ; and every 
one who held in Capite was obliged to take them. Tho’ Vaths 
promifing Fealty, Obedience, Leigancy, or a peaceable Submi' ffion to 
the Powers in being, were the oldeft and moit cuttomary Method ; 
whereby the Obedience of the SubjeSt received a new Sanétion, 
and beeame out of queition Fure Divino; yet there arc many an- 
tient Forms of Abjurations extant, when the Pofleffion of the Crown 
was Queftion’d and Oppos’d. The firft molt remarkable one was 
the Oath of Supremacy, whereby the Papal Power was effectually 
Abjured, after a long and fuccefsful Ufurpation : And in all Cafes 
of this kind, the number of Recufants or Nonjurors was more or 
lefs, according to the Nature of the Pretenfions, which were then 
in Difpute. For where Men are to Declare a Right upon Oath, at 
the fame time that they Swear to maintain it againit {uch or {uch 
Oppofers particularly {pecified ; they muft judge in fome meafure 
of that Right, tho’ they ought to form that Judgment by the 
Rule of God’s Word, and the Laws of their own Country. At 
the Time ot the Revolution, there had perhaps been much fewer 
paren, than in the Cafe of the Supremacy, liad not {ome par- 
ticular Incidents unhappily contributed to the Increafe of their 
Numbers. Among other this was a Remarkable one, Thole Men 
who had Preach’d and Writ with moft Vehemence againit what 
they called the New Oath, were the firft who took it, jult as it 
became a Matter of Temporal Inrereft ; which gave infinite Scan- 
dal and Offence, and might férve to expofe the beft and cleareit 
Caufe. So that many fell off, who were before inclined te come 
in, and there was a hungry Crew ready, who car’d nut how 
many Vacancies were made : Whereby the Lump of Facositifin 
ys chiefly at their Door, who talked mo(ft loudly again(t it ; and 
who, inftead of Violence, fhould of all Men have Lees moft tender 
of thofe Con{ciences, whch themfelves were moft guilty of Be- 
traying ; at lea(t, as kind to them as they were to the Quakers, 
fo long as they were equally Harmlefs and Peaceable. 

When we talk of Oaths, we are to diftinguifh between a Tender 
and a Scrupulone Confcience. For there is a wide Difference be- 
tween them, tho’ of late they feem to have been confounded and 
mi(taken for each other. The Learned and Reverend Dr. Ssuth 
hath fhewn us, that a tender Confcience, like a tenter Eye, or a 
tender Nerve, has the quickeft Senfation, and performs its Fun- 
ction in the moft exquifite manncr: Whilft a (crupulous Con- 
Science, a8 Dr. Calamy finely defcribes it, is full of ms and 
Spleen, crazy, fick and diforéer’d : So that it cannot do its Office 
as it ought ; and {uch a Comfeience will break more Oaths out of a 
Humour, than others can refufe out ot Principle; and will be 
playing a Thoufand fanciful Tricks and Gambols in the way of 
Shift and Evafion, efpecially where it is Jealous of its Liberty, This 
was the Cafe of the Forty-one Men ; who had ne other Conjcience 
but the firupulows and barden’d. The Author of Hudibras de- 
{cribes their Treatment of Oaths with all the Keennefs and Fire 
ot his own Inimitable Satire. He firft charges the Fatts -upeo 
them ; and the melancholy Reflection that reits with the Reader, 
takes away nothing from the mafterly Merritent of his Pen. For 
what they did in Sport, Pofterity may jultly Kidieule; and that 
way move an Abhorrenice. 


Was not the Caufe at firft begun 

With Perjury, and carry’d on? 

Wu there an Oath the Godly took, 
But in due Time and Place they broke # 
Did we not bring our Oaths in firft, 
Before our Plate, to bave them buyG, 
And caft in fitter Models for . 
The'prefent ufe of Church end Wat? 
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Did not our Worthies of the Houfe, 
Before thty broke the Peace, brea® Vows ? 
For baving freed us firft from both 

Th’ Allegiance and Supremacy-Oath 5 

Did they not next compel the Nation 

To take, and break the Proteftation ? 

Te Swear, and after to recant 

The Solemn League and Covenant? 
To take the Engagement and difclaim it,. 
Enforc’d by thofe who firft did frame it.' 
Did they wot Swear at firft to fight 

For the King’s Safety and Hus Right ; 
And after march’d to find bim out, 

And charg’d bim bome with Horfe and Foot ; 
But yet frill bad the Confidence 

To Swear, it was in Hie Defence ? 

Did they not Swear to Live and Die 

With Effex, and ftrait laid bim by ? 

Did they not Swear to maintain Law, 

In which That Swearing made a Flaw ? 
For Proteftant Religion Yow, 

That did that Vowing difallow ? 

For pasta of Parliament ; 

In which That Swearing made 2 Rent? 
Did they not Swear, in exprefs Words, 

To prop and back the Houle of Lords ; 
And after, turn’d out the whole Houfe-full 
Of Peers, as Dang’rous, and Unufefal? 


Nothing could more expofe fuch horrid Praétices, 
than his Arguments on the Cafe, which will ever be ad- 
mir’d as the true Standard of Baxter. 


That Saints may claim a Difpenfation 
To Swear and For{wear, on occafion, 
J doubt net but it will appear ; 
With pregnant Light : The Cafe u clear. 
Oaths ere but Words, and Words but Wind; 
Too feeble Implements to bind; 
And bold with Deeds proportion, fo 
As Shadows to a Subftance do : 
Then when they ftrive for Place, ’tis fit 
The Weaker Veilel fhould fubmit. 
Thofe Saints, whom Oaths or Vows oblige, 
Know little of their Privilege ; 
Farther (1 mean) than carrying on 
Some Self-advantaze of their own: 
For if the Dev’l, to ferve bis turn, 
May tell Truth, why the Saints fhou’d fcorn, 
When it ferves theirs, to Swear and Lye, 
I think there’s little Reafon why: 
Elfe be bus greater Pow'r than they, 
Which ’twere Impiety to fay. 
Ware not commanded to forbear 
Indef’nitely at all to Swear ; 
But to Swear idly, and in vain, 
Without Self-Intereft or Gain; 
For breaking of an Oath, and Lying, 
Is but a kind of Self-denying ; 
A Saint-like Vertue, and from hence 
Some have broke Oaths by Providence : 
Some to the Glory of the Lord, _ 
Perjar’d themfelves, and broke their Word. 
Oaths were not purpos’d, more than Law, 
Zo keep the Good and Jult im awe, 
But to confine the Bad and Sintul, 
Like Moral Cattle in a Pintold. 
A Saint o’th’ Heavenly Realms a Peer, 
find as no Pecr is bound to Svwecar, 
But on the Gofpel 7, his Honour, 
which be may difpofe, as Owner ; 
i flees, the’ the thing be Forg’ry, 
e, th’ affirm, it is no Pct)’ty, 
But Z eh Cer’mony, and Breac 
Of nothing, but a Form of Specch ; 
And goes for no more when ’tis took, 
Than meer Saluting of the Book. 
of the Scriptures are of force; 
They're but Cormmiifions of courfe, 
And Saints have freedom to digref;, 
And vary from *em as a, pleafe, 
Or wifinterpret them by Private 
Inftruétion, to al’ Aims they drive at ; 
Zhen why foould we our felves abridge, 
And curtaile our own Priviledge ? 
Quakers (that lke fo saitaras bear 
ir Light within’emh) will met Swear ; 
As Nadie whe if oh have wet the Will 
‘Ze their own Pace, fiand Stock-ftill ; 
But they are weak, and little know 
Rater ae 
$ the Devil, 
That makes all buman Ations evil : 
Bor Saints may do the fame things by 
The Spirit, in Sincerity, 
Which other Men are tempted to, 
And at the Devil's Inflance de; 
And yet the Aétiens be contrary, 
Fuft as the Saints, and W vary. 
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For ar on Land there 7s no Reaft, 

bas in fome Fith at Sea’s expreft ; 

So in the Wicked there’s no Vice, 

Of whith the >aints have not a Spe; 
yet that thing that's Pious in 

The ome, in Pother is a Sin. 

Ist mot Ridiculous and Nonfinfe, 

A Saint fhould be a Slave te Confcience ? 

That ought to be above fuch F ancies, 

As far as above Ordinances. 

Fie that {ball firain toe far a Vow, 

Will break it, Like aun o'er-bent Bow : 

Aud he that made, and fore d it, broke it, . 

Not he that for Comvenieuce took it. 

A broken Oath is, quat’nus Oath, 

4s found ¢’ all Purpofes of Troth, 

As broken Laws are ne'er the worfe, 

Nay, til th’ are broken, have no force. 

The Rabbins write, when any Jew 

D’d make te God er Man a Vow, 


Which afterwards he found untoward, ¥ 
And ftubborn to be kept, or too hard : 
Any shree other Jews o'th’ Nation, j 
Migh: free him from the Obligation : 


And have not two Saints Pow’r te ufe 

4 greater Priv’lege than Three Jews ? 
The Court ef Confcience, which in Man 
Should be Supream and Soveraign, 


Is't fit fhould be Subordinate E 
To ev’ry Petty Court i’th’ State ? 

And have Lefs Power than the Lefier, €' 
To deal with Perjury at Pleafure 2 C 
Why should uot Confcicnce have Vacation, fi 
As well as other Courts oth’ Nation? | 
Does not in Chanc’ry ev’ry Man Swear o 
What makes beft for him in his Anfwer ? c] 
Do not your Juries give their Verdi&, 
As if they telt the Caufe, not heard it. F 
Nature bas made Man’s Breaft no Wiadores, : 
To publifh what be does within Doors : hi 
Nor what dark Secrets there inhabit, of 
Unlefs his own rafh Folly blab it. O 
: aths cm, do oy bag wad i hi 

n his own Bujine{s, why they fhou’ 

pipet my ro fq U 
I think there's little Reafon for’t. ay 
He that impofes an Oath, makes it ; Ri 
Not be that for Convenience takes it ; 

Then how can any Man be faid, tO 
To break an Oath he never made ? th 





1 am willing to hope that thofe Mederns, who are apparently the | Fi 
Political Heirs and Defcendnts of this untoward Generation, thy’ } jn 
they have refin’d very much upon the Wifdom of their Ance- i 
itors, will not go all the Lengths with them in this Particular. : 
And yet to them we owe the Doétrine of Referves ; and what are hi 
the Revolution-Principles they make {uch a Noifé about, but Pre-#- 6n 
cedents tor New Changes, Excepted Cafes, Extraordinary Difpenfa-§ te; 
tions, and Salvo’s pleaded trom a Neccffity of their own making, in §. 
Abatement or Oppofition to any plain written Law or Statute § f° 
whatever? Is there an Oath or Solemn Engagement, which may not Ve 
be made to depend upon their Narur ight, and I know not}. fuf 
what Or'ginal Gontraté ; whenever Intereft {hall aflume the Office}. py, 
of an Interpreter, and the Law and Gofpel are to give way to thefe P 
new-invented Rules of SubjeFion and “Allegiance? What Havock} PT 
have they made with thofe Sacred Oracles, which are held up ia] in 
Tcitimony of the Truth we {wear to, and aresthe Tef of that fo-] Sec 
lemn Inftitution ? How have they labour’d to Model, Weaken, and}. Fo 
Invalidate the Meafures of Obedience, and to involve the Funda-}. °, .. 
mentals of Government in inextricable Doubts and Perplex)ioaq | fan 
Was the Revolution meant for a Deliverance, or a Change? 1% | AM 
then is this Enmity to the O/d Con/litution? Did Limiting the , [| «pus 
ceffion attually everturn it ? And upon lopping off the Popijb atl? ey 
ches, would not the Ha————r Family have fucceeded in courkc, Be 
tho’ they had not been nam’d in any AE of Settlement? How (the 
came they then ro deny an Hereditary Right ; and what is car’ 
ly abfurd, to fet up in its réom an indefeazatle Limitation? T eve 
upon other occafions they treat the Heir as their Creature, and Ex- 
pec he fhould be Obedient to their Call. We know, what care Hes 
they took of the Presbyterians of the North of Ireland, fubiitting} Cla: 
them by a Tax upon the Government ; tho’ many of them Quar-] R-}; 
ter’d Jacobitifm upon Diffention in that Country. They ftill pre- hut 
ferve a Brotherly Tendernefs for the Kirk, where there are mores 22" 
Non-jurors, than among the E “he 4 Diwines ; and defpife the Li-} £47 
turgy in comparifon of the Weftminfter Confeffion, where Obedience 
is carried almoft as high as in the Glafcow Confercnces. Thefef Par, 
Things are unaccountable, and not to be reconcil’d to Confcience 
But do they not owe their Fellow-Subjec&s {ome Satisfaction upon§* 
thefe Points ? They {ee the Publick Oaths and Tefts more heartilyg Whe 
comply’d with, than perhaps they expected or intended. IJnduldaim: 
= and Occafional Conformity are onty made for their ownFriends&,, are 
t is time they fhould take their Turn of Renouncing. There are fe | 
veral Principles and Pretenders which they ought to part with, iffe*' 
they would make useafy. Some of thefe Principles relate to thepicr 
Church ; the Cate of which is part of the Coronation-Oath; and&he 
therefore furely they cannot refufe their own additional Security r 
Others relate to the State, and can only make Pofterity cafy by 
their Abolition. he 
I fee no Reafon why the Abjuration of the Covenant thould nowt fi 
be revived, with an Emendation of the Form for that purpofe ing Dp 
King Charles’s time, when the fame Doétrine 'ftill lives in the Tl 
fhape of Refiftance ; tho’ the contrary Principles are plainly deg “"” 
clar’d by a Statute then made, and (God be thanked) not yet req@yil 
peal’d. A very comprehenfive Form might be drawn up, whic 
muft be left to better Hands. Their Taking it would obviate 4 
common Suggeftion,as if fome private Tefts and 4flociations of an 
extraordinary Nature were ftill handed about: Their own Wri4 
ters own, that this is the Cafe of the Covenant Northward : Ané 
pmemeny hey 4 emotes nel will not uf 
them as us, y i > vuean fomet f € . wh 
which nothing can be mere Wicked and Uncharitable ; ” 
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